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COMVONVWEALTH OF VI RG NI' A
BOARD OF EDUCATI ON
Rl CHMOND, VI RG NI' A

January 18, 1996
Busi ness Meeting
M NUTES
The Board of Education and the Board of Vocational Education net
for the regul ar business neeting in Conference Roonms C and D of the

James Monroe Building in R chnond, Virginia, on Thursday, January 18,
1996, with the followi ng nenbers present:

Senat or Janes P. Jones, President Ms. Martha V. Pennino
Ms. Mchelle Easton, Vice President Ms. Lil Tuttle

M. Peter G Decker, Jr. M. R Lee Ware

M. Rayford L. Harris, Sr. M. Alan L. Wirtze

Ms. Cheri P. Yecke

Dr. WIlliam C. Bosher, Jr.
Secretary and
Superi nt endent of
Public Instruction

Senator Jones, president, presided and called the nmeeting to
order at 9:15 a.m

Approval of M nutes

M. Harris made a notion for approval of the m nutes of the
meeting of Novenber 15-16, 1995. Copi es of the mnutes had been
distributed previously to all nmenbers of the Board for review The
notion was seconded by Ms. Easton and carri ed. M. Ware abstai ned
due to his absence fromthe November neeting.

Approval of Agenda

The nmotion was made by M. Wirtzel, seconded by M. Ware, and
carried unani nously for approval of the agenda as subm tted.

Consent Agenda

Ms. Pennino nade a notion to adopt the following itens on the
consent agenda:
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Fi nal Revi ew of Financial Report on Literary Fund

Final Review of Recommendations Concerning Applications for
Literary Fund Loans

Fi nal Review of Recommendati ons Concerning Release of Literary
Fund Loans or Pl acenent on Waiting
Li st
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The notion was seconded by M. Harris and carried unani nously.

Fi nal Revi ew of Financial Report on Literary Fund

The Superintendent's recomendation for approval of the
financial report on the status of the Literary Fund, as of Novenber
30, 1995, was accepted by the Board of Education's vote on the
consent agenda.

Fi nal Revi ew of Reconmmendati ons Concerning Applications for Literary
Fund Loans

The Superintendent's recomendation for approval of the
applications for Literary Fund Loans for the follow ng projects was
accepted by the Board of Education's vote on the consent agenda
subj ect to approval of final plans (Section 22.1-140 of the Code of
Virginia) and availability of funds:

County, City

or Town School Amount

Galax City Gal ax M ddl e $ 2,122,100
Roanoke county Fort Lewis El enmentary 1, 300, 000
Franklin County Boones MII| Elenmentary 1, 029, 000
Franklin County Dudl ey El ementary 539, 000
Franklin County Ferrum El enentary 967, 000
Franklin County G ade Spring El ementary 988, 000
Franklin County Sontag El enentary 1,072, 000
West nor el and County Washi ngton District Elem 1, 000, 000
West nor el and County Copl e El enentary 700, 000
West nor el and County Montross Elem M ddl e 3, 300, 000
Virginia Beach City Cor porate Landing M ddl e $ 5,000, 000

$18, 017, 100

Fi nal Revi ew of Reconmendati ons Concerni ng Rel ease of Literary Fund
Loans for Placenent on the Waiting Li st

The Superintendent's recomendation that funds be rel eased for
the follow ng projects, was approved by the Board of Education's vote
on the consent agenda:

County, City
or Town School Armount

None
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Waiting List

The Superintendent's recommendation that initial release/
comm tnment of Literary Funds be deferred for the follow ng
projects, due to non-availability of Literary Fund cash, was
approved by the Board of Education's vote on the consent agenda:

First Priority Waiting List

County, City

or Town School Amount
Galax City Gal ax M ddl e $2, 122,100
Roanoke County Fort Lewis Elenentary 1, 300, 000
Franklin County Boones MII| Elenmentary 1, 029, 000
Franklin County Dudl ey El ementary 539, 000
Franklin County Ferrum El enentary 967, 000
Franklin County G ade Spring El enmentary 988, 000
Franklin County Sontag El enentary 1,072, 000
West nor el and County Washi ngton District Elem 1, 000, 000
West nor el and County Copl e El enment ary 700, 000
West nor el and County Montross El em M ddl e 3, 300, 000
Vi rgi nia Beach Cor por at e Landi ng 5, 000, 000

Publ i ¢ Comment

The follow ng persons spoke during the public conment period:

Si ssi e Chappel | Mary Wlletts
Rob Jones Mari sa Brown
Del egate Joe T. May

M. Wirtzel asked that the Departnent of Education staff
prepare a resolution regarding a proposal to consolidate the
Virginia Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Di scussi on of Current |ssues

Ms. Pennino noted that this m ght be her last neeting as a
menber of the Board of Education. She expressed appreciation to
Dr. Bosher and the Departnment of Education staff for their
excellent work during the |last four years. She also expressed her
pl easure at working with the Board nenbers.

M. Wirtzel stated that he wi shed to echo Ms. Pennino:-s
remarks. He feels that the Board of Education has made outstandi ng
contributions to education in Virginia.
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Overvi ew of Governor=s Budget Proposal

Ms. Kathy Kitchen reviewed the Governor:s 1996-98 budget
proposal. She reported that the operating budget recommendati ons
provi de about $1.4 billion in spending increases above the | evel
necessary to continue FY96 wor kl oads and costs. Modre than 40
percent of the new general fund spending is provided for K-12
educati on.

Board nenbers commended the Governor for outstanding effort in
proposing an increase in the education budget.
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Ext ensi on of Virginia Beach City School Board:=s Tineline for
Appoi nting a New Superi nt endent

Senator Jones reported that Virginia Beach City School Board
requested an extension of the tinmeline for appointing a new
superintendent. Virginia Beach has reached agreenent for a new
superintendent. Section 22.1-60 of the Code of Virginia requires
that a superintendent be appointed within 180 days after a vacancy
occurs. Since the School Board of Virginia Beach did not conplete
its selection process within the 180-day tinme period, the State
Board of Education nust confirmthe appointnent.

Ms. Pennino made a nmotion to waive first review and approve
t he appointment of Dr. Tinothy R Jenney as superintendent of
Virginia Beach City Schools. The notion, seconded by M. Wirtzel,
carried.

City of Fairfax Requests Perm ssion fromthe Board of Education to
Enpl oy a Part-Ti ne Superint endent

Senator Jones stated that the chairman of the Fairfax City
School Board requested that the Board of Education grant the City
of Fairfax perm ssion to enploy a part-tinme superintendent.

Section 22.1-62 of the Code of Virginia requires the Board of
Educati on to approve the appointnent of a part-tine superintendent.

The notion was made by M. Wirtzel and seconded by Ms.
Pennino to waive first review and approve the request of Fairfax
City. The notion carried with one opposi ng vote.

Executi ve Sessi on

Ms. Easton nade a notion to go into executive session pursuant
to "2.1-344. A. 11 and "2.1-344. A. 7 of the Code of Virginia to
di scuss eval uation of departnents or schools of institutions of
hi gher education and to consult with | egal counsel relating to the
Freedom of Information. Ms. Pennino seconded the notion and the
Board went into executive session at 11:50 a. m

Ms. Easton namde a notion, seconded by Ms. Pennino and carried
unani nously, that the Board reconvene in open session. The Board
reconvened at 1:17 p. m

Ms. Easton nmade a notion that the Board certify by roll call
vote that to the best of each nmenber's know edge, (1) only public
busi ness matters lawfully exenpted from open neeting requirenents
by Virginia | aw were discussed in the executive session to which
this certification notion applies, and (2) only such public
busi ness matters as were identified in the notion convening the
executive session were heard, discussed or considered by the Board.
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Ms. Yecke - Aye
Ms. Tuttle - Aye
M. Wirtzel - Aye
Ms. Easton - Aye
M. Jones - Aye
Ms. Pennino - Aye
M . Decker - Aye
M. Harris - Aye

M .

Ware abstained fromthe noti on but noted his concurrence
with its substance.

Appoi nt mrent of Nom nating Committee for Board Officers

Senat or Jones reported that the ternms of the Oficers of the

Board will expire at the February neeting. He appointed a
nom nating commttee as follows: M. Decker, Chairman; Ms. Yecke,
and M. Ware. The committee will report at the February neeting.

Consolidation of Virginia Schools for the Deaf and Blind

M. Wirtzel made a notion, seconded by M. Decker, to approve
the follow ng resol ution:

WHEREAS, the Board of Education WAS REQUESTED BY THE 1995 General Assembly to
review previous studies on the mission and future uses for the Virginia Schools for the Deaf
and the Blind; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Education received this report at its November 16, 1995 meeting;
and

WHEREAS, this report to the Board of Education summarized the findings and
recommendations made in previous studies of the services and the enrollment trends at the
two schools for the Deaf and Blind; and

WHEREAS, the previous studies found that the consolidation of services for students at the
Staunton campus appears to be the most cost effective;

WHEREAS, the previous studies also found that the consolidation of services would
strengthen the quality of the education programs offered;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Education supports the transfer of
all services to the Staunton campus;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Hampton facility be conveyed to local school
authorities for use for local, regional and/or alternative programs as deemed appropriate.

Ms. Pennino nade a notion that the resolution be amended to
pl ace the consolidated facility at Hanpton rather than Staunton.
The motion failed for |lack of a second. M. Easton made a
substitute notion that vote be deferred until the February neeting,
gi ving Board nenmbers an opportunity to hear froma speaker who
wi shes to place the consolidated school at Hanpton and soneone who
w shes to place the consolidated school at Staunton. M. Decker
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seconded the notion which carried. This itemw ||l be brought to
the Board in February for a presentation and consideration.
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Consi deration of Gui dance and Counsel i ng Regul ati ons

The notion to approve the Proposed Regul ati ons Gover ni ng
Gui dance and Counseling Prograns in the Public Schools of Virginia
made by Ms. Easton at the Septenber 1995 neeting of the Board of
Educati on was placed on the floor for action.

M. Wirtzel made a substitute notion, seconded by Ms.
Penni no, for approval of the regul ations prepared by the Board
subcomm ttee, as follows:

WHEREAS, the Board of Education affirms that parents are a child=sfirst teachers; they have theright to direct the
care, education, and development of their children; the public schools should serve to strengthen family and parental support;
and

WHEREAS, school guidance and counseling are support services designed to promote the academic mission of
public education and exist primarily to aid students- academic achievement in elementary and secondary education; and

WHEREAS, the Standards of Quality require each local school board to provide pupil personnel servicesfor grades
K through 12 toAaid studentsin their educational, social and career development@; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Education has authority to promul gate regul ations concerning guidance and counseling
pursuant to Article VIII, Section 4 of the Constitution of Virginiaand Section 22.1-116 of the Code of Virginia; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Education issued a set of proposed regulations, pursuant to the Administrative Process
Act, upon which hearings were held on August 8, 1995 at five | ocations throughout the State; and

WHEREAS, there is evident both support for and opposition to, certain of the current guidance and counseling
programs and practices throughout the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Education believesthat |local school boards are best equipped to set policiesinvolving the
scope of guidance and counseling services for the public schoolsin their communities;

NOW, THEREFORE, beit resolved that the Board of Education adopts the following regulations governing school
guidance and counseling programs in the public schools of Virginia:

1 Pursuant to the Standards of Quality, each school shall make reasonably available, with avail able resources, to all
students the following guidance and counseling services;

a) Academic guidance, which assists students and their parents to acquire knowledge of the curricula choices
available to students, to plan a program of studies, to arrange and interpret academic testing, and to seek post-
secondary academic opportunities;

b) Career guidance, which helps students to acquire information and plan action about work, jobs, apprenticeships,
and post-secondary educational and career opportunities;

c) Personal/social counseling, which assists a student to develop an understanding of themselves, the rights and
needs of others, how to resolve conflict and to define individual goals, reflecting their interests, abilities and
aptitudes. Such counseling may be provided either (i) in groups (e.g., all fifth graders) in which generic issues of
social development are addressed or (ii) through structured individual or small group multi-session counseling
which focuses on the specific concerns of the participant(s) (e.g., divorce, abuse or aggressive behavior).

2 No student shall be required to participate in any counseling program to which the student-s parents object.
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On or before July 1, 1996, each local school board in Virginiashall adopt a policy, consistent with paragraphs 1 and 2
above, concerning school guidance and counseling programsin the schools under itsjurisdiction. At aminimum,
each local school board policy shall contain the following:

a) A provision for written notification, at least annually, to parents about the academic and career guidance and
personal/social counseling programs which are available to their children. The notification shall include the
purpose and general description of the programs, information regarding ways parents may review materialsto be
used in guidance and counseling programs at their child-s school and information about the procedures by
which parents may limit their child-s participation in such programs.

b) A provision prohibiting the use of counseling techniques which are beyond the scope of the professional
certification or training of counselors, including hypnosis, or other psychotherapeutic techniques that are
normally employed in medical or clinical settings and focus on mental iliness or psychopathol ogy.

c) A provision requiring that information and records of personal/social counseling be kept confidential and
separate from a student:s educational records and not disclosed to third parties without prior parental consent or
as otherwise provided by law.

d) A provision with respect to personal/social counseling, setting forth either (i) the procedures by which parents
can elect in writing to have their child not participate (Aopt-out@) or (ii) at the option of thelocal school board, if
the local board determines that affirmative parental consent is required to participate in such counseling (Aopt-
in@), the procedures by which such affirmative consent may be given and withdrawn. Inissuing such policy, the
local board may distinguish between group and individual or small group counseling as defined in section 1(c).
In no event shall alocal board require affirmative parental consent for short duration personal/social counseling,
which is needed to maintain order, discipline or a productive learning environment.

€) Intheevent that thelocal board elects to require affirmative parental consent (Aopt-in@) under (d) above, a
provision setting forth the procedures, if any, under which school officials may permit personal/social
counseling for children whom they believe would benefit from such counseling, but whose parentsfail to
respond either affirmatively or negatively to reasonable requests for consent.

f)  Such other provisions as the local school board may deem appropriate.

Before adopting any such policy, or any amendment thereto, each local school board shall provide for public
participation and comment.

Ms. Pennino made a notion to anmend sections 3(d) and 3(e) of

t he subconm ttee-prepared regulations. M. Harris seconded the
motion which failed on a roll-call vote of three ayes and five
opposed.

M. Wirtzel:=s notion passed on the following roll-call vote of

five ayes and three opposed: Ms. Yecke (no); M. Ware (no);

Tuttle (no); Ms. Easton (no); M. Harris (yes); M. Wrtzel

(yes); Ms. Pennino (yes); M. Decker (yes); Senator Jones (yes).

Virginia State University

The notion to grant accreditation to the upper-I|evel graduate

program School of Education of Virginia State University until
Cct ober 1996, was made by M. Decker and seconded by Ms. Pennino.
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Ms. Yecke nmade a substitute notion that the Board of
Educati on authorize the Superintendent of Public Instruction to
endorse graduates of the Virginia State University (VSU) graduate
advanced | evel programin education, provided such graduates have
conpl eted 50 percent of the course requirenments under a Board-
approved program through Decenber 31, 1995 and that the
Superintendent notify VSU that any new students or those with | ess
t han 50 percent of the their course work conpl eted before Decenber
31, 1995 be advised in witing by VSU that the programis not an
accredited program M. Wirtzel seconded the notion.

After discussion, Ms. Yecke withdrew her substitute notion
and M. Decker:=s notion carried.

Dr. Bosher requested the Board of Education nenbers to
di scuss, with the Departnent of Education staff, what is expected
of VSU in October. Board nenbers responded that VSU nust neet
NCATE approval by Cctober.

Proposed Design for the SOL-Based Assessnent System

Dr. Doris Redfield reviewed the process for devel oping the
design for the SOL-based assessnent system

Dr. Bosher stated that Board nmenbers have raised a nunmber of
guestions and brought a number of suggestions. He will bring, to
t he Board, in February a proposed design as basis for drafting a
Request for Proposals to devel op, adm nister, score, and report on
assessnments of Virginias revised Standards of Learning (SOLs) and
rel ated conponents (i.e., K-1 tests, national normns).

Adj our nnment

There being no further business, M. Jones adjourned the
meeting of the Virginia Board of Education and the Board of
Vocati onal Education at 3:27 p.m

Pr esi dent
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